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SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


TUESDAY, MARCH 5, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuscommitTree To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Securtry Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2 p. m., in room 457 
Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; William A. Rusher, 
associate counsel; Benjamin Mandel, director of research, and Frank 
W. Schroeder, chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. The committee will come to order. 

I should like to say that, during the past year, the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee has received evidence that Communists have 
been active in some of the great cities of the United States. The 
Internal Security Subcommittee learned of a Communist cell operat- 
ing in New Orelans, and the subcommittee went to that city and held 
public hearings during April of 1956. The New Orleans Item stated 
after those hearings: 

Many have been accustomed here to thinking of communism as a distant 
danger—something to read about in stories with faraway datelines. Yet a 
moment’s sober thought should tell us that New Orleans—one of the Nation’s 
major ports and a great crossroad of culture and commerce—is a most obvious 
target for the promoters of a worldwide conspiracy. 

In its annual report, the subcommittee concluded that these hear- 
ings— 
proved to be a good object lesson to similarly lulled communities all over the 
Nation. The hearings demonstrated Soviet techniques used to move into a 
typical American city. It is only reasonable to expect that such methods may 
also be in use in other cities. 

We have received testimony that Communists are active in the 
great city of Philadelphia, and we have here today two witnesses who 
we believe can tell us about Communist activity in that city. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Felsenstein. 

Senator Hruska. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF JACOB FELSENSTEIN, PHILADELPHIA, PA., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY WILLIAM WOOLSTON, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Wootston. Mr. Chairman, in order to expedite the hearings, 
I want to say that my clients have advised me, and I believe, that 
they have no current knowledge of any Communist activity in Phila- 
delphia or any other city. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the 
reporter. 

Mr. Fersenstern. Jacob Felsenstein, 3143 Euclid Street, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. Do you appear here with an attorney / 

Mr. Fe,sensrein, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Counsel, will you identify yourself. 

Mr. Wootston. William Woolston, 2015 Land Title Building, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or occupation, Mr. Felsenstein ? 

Mr. FeLsenstern. I ama commercial artist, 

Mr. Morris, And where do you work ? 

Mr. Fevsensrern. At Majestic Press, Inc. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you worked there ? 

Mr. Fevsenstrern. Five years. 

Mr. Morris. You are a graduate of Teachers College of Temple 
University, are you not ? 

Mr. Frevsensretn. No, I am not. 

Mr. Morris. That is your wife, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Fevsensrern. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You attended Central High School ? 

Mr. Fevsenster1n. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. You attended Industrial Art School, Broad and Pine 
Streets / 
Mr. Feisenstern. That is right. 
Mr. Morris. And did you attend Benjamin Franklin High School ? 
Mr. Fetsenstern. No, I did not. 
Mr. Morris. What other education have you had, other than the 
‘thools I have mentioned ? 
Mr. Frxsensretn. I studied painting one summer at Provincetown 
under Charles Hawthorne, the late painter. 

Mr. Morris. Now, from 1935 to 1939, you were on the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board, were you not ? 

Mr. Fevsenstein. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And from 1939 to 1942 you worked at Lit Bros. Depart- 
ment Store ¢ 

Mr. Frevsenstern. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And then, from 1942 to 1946, you were with the Baldwin 
Locomotive Works ? 

Mr. Feisenstern. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And then, from 1947 to 1950, you had your own busi- 
ness at 920 Walnut Street in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And you now are in the commercial art business at 920 
Walnut Street in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Frexsenstern. I work for Majestic Press, as previously stated. 
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Mr. Morris. And you have been working for them since the last 
year ¢ 

Mr, Fetsensrexn, Five years. 

Mr. Morris. Since 1951. 

Now, Senator, the subcommittee has received sworn testimony that 
the witness here today has been a member of the Communist Party. 
We further learned—our information indicates that he was a member 
of the district committee of the Communist Party for eastern Penn- 
sylvania and Delaware. 

And I ask you, Mr. Felsenstein, if you have been a member of the 
district committee of the Communist Party for eastern Pennsylvania 
and Delaware. 

Mr. Fetsensrein, I have already answered that question, I believe, 
sir. 

Mr. Morris. You have answered that question in the public record ¢ 

Mr. Fesenstern. I answered it in Senator Hruska’s office. 

Mr. Morris. You may answer it now for the public record. 

Mr. Fesenstex. I refuse to give any testimony which can be used 
against me in a criminal prosecution. 

“Mr. Morris. In other w ords, you are claiming your privilege as to 
self-incrimination under the fifth amendment of the Constitution ¢ 

Mr. Fetsensrern. I will not be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think it is apparent that the witness has 
made it clear that he is invoking his privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment when he says he will not be a witness against himself, 

And, as is the committee practice, I suggest, Senator, we accept that. 

Mr. Hruska. Is that the intention of the witness ¢ 

Mr. Fetsenstern. Do I have to answer it as an intention ? 

Mr. Wootsron. You have to state—rather, I advise you that you 
do not have to answer the prior question, because that might make you 
a witness against yourself. 

Senator Hruska. What is your answer, Mr. Witness? My question 
is whether it is your intention to assert your constitution: al privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Fevsensrern. I should answer that, I think, the same way, that 
I refuse to be a witness against myself, and I think that holds. 

Senator Hkusxa. Very well. The answer will be accepted, pursuant 
to your suggestion, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morrts. Now, have you attended Communist Party conventions 
throughout Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Fe.senstrern. Do [have to answer that 

Mr. Wootston. No, you do not. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Now, specifically in 1946, did you attend the National 
Steel Commission of the Communist Party, meeting in Cleveland, 
Ohio? 

Mr. Fetsensten. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Wootston. No; for two reasons: 

I don’t think it is within the area of this subcommittee, which is 
interested in current activity, and secondly, you can do it on the con- 
stitutional grounds. 

Mr. Feisenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you made frequent visits to eastern Penn- 
sylvania, to visit members of the Communist Party in that area? 
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Mr. Fetsenstetn. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No; you do not, for the same reasons stated. 

Mr. Frevsenstern. I refuse to answer, for the same reasons as pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. What is that reason ? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. And you frequently stayed with Billie Jane Lipsett, 
a member of the section committee of the Communist Party in the 
Lehigh Valley area? 

Mr. Fevsenste1n. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the same two reasons. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Have you visited a Communist Party member by the 
name of Theodore Norton, a former librarian at Lafayette College? 

Mr. Fevsenstetn. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No; for the same two reasons. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Senator Hruska. Let the record show that when the witness asks 
whether the must answer that, that the question is directed to his 
counsel and not to the Chair. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have signed copies of the Communist Party 
nominating petition ? 

Mr. Fe.senstetn. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the same reason. 

Mr. Fersenstetn. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. On May 20, 1942, did you attend a Communist Party 
meeting at 401 South 60th Street, in Philadelphia, Pa. ? 

Mr. Fe.sensrern. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No, because I don’t think it is within the jurisdic- 
tion of this committee, and you have a constitutional right not to 
do so. 

Mr. Fevsenstern. I refuse under the previous ground to be a wit- 
ness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. That is the ground—that is the one basis that you are 
invoking ? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. That is the basis. 

Mr. Morris. Now, specifically, did you not, on September 21, 1943, 
collect 110 signatures on the Communist nominating petition ¢ 

Mr. Fetsenstetn. Do I have to answer that, sir ? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the same two reasons, namely, I doubt this 
committee’s jurisdiction to ask the question, and for the constitu- 
tional reason previously stated. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. And in 1945, did you attend a convention in eastern 
Pennsylvania, sponsored by the Communist Political Association ¢ 

Mr. Frevsenstern. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the reasons I previously gave. 

Mr. Frevsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Now, at that particular convention you were active 
with the professional section of the Communist Party, and you met 
with that section, did you not? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 
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Mr. Morrts. Now, on May 1, 1946, were you a speaker at a Com- 
munist Party rally at Markoe Street and Fairmont Avenue in Phila- 
delphia ? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the same two reasons, the jurisdictional 
point and the constitutional point. 

Mr. FesEnsTEIN. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show that 
counsel is consistently making a recommendation that the witness re- 
fuse to answer on the two grounds, one on the claim of privilege, and 
one, the jurisdictional authority. 

And I would like the record to show that up to now the witness him- 
self has not claimed the committee’s lack of jurisdiction. 

Senator Hruska. The record will so show. 

Mr. Morris. On July 13, 1951, did you attend a meeting under the 
banner of Freedom of the Arts, which was sponsored by the Phila- 
delphia Council for the Arts, Sciences, and Professions? 

Mr. Fr.senstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. On June 7, 1952, did you attend a Paul Robeson birth- 
day concert at the Metropolitan Opera, at Broad and Poplar Streets 
in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Fe.senstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. On October 9, 1952, did you attend a meeting of the 
Citizens Emergency Council for Democratic Rights ? 

Mr. Feusensrern. I refuse on the jurisdiction ground, that this 
committee has no jurisdiction during that period, and I also refuse to 
be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the first reason for the 
witness’ refusing be overruled, because it is very obvious that the com- 
mittee does have jurisdiction; the committee is looking into Com- 
munist activities in the area of Philadelphia, and has reason to believe 
that this witness has information that will be very valuable to this 
committee. 

Senator Hruska. The jurisdiction of this committee has been very 
well established for a long time, and the first objection is overruled. 

Mr. Woorston. May I have it noted in the record that at the open- 
ing of the session there was a statement read that this committee is 
investigating current activity, and that is our understanding, and 
the questions are not directed to current activity. 

Senator Hruska. Notwithstanding the observation of counsel, the 
ruling is still the same. 

Mr. Morris, It is apparent that unless we know the activities of the 
people in the immediate past, recent past, we cannot possibly form 
any conclusion about present activities. 

Senator, I might say that the evidence that we are considering in 
this series of hearings deals with Communist Party activities not only 
in Philadelphia and eastern Pennsylvania generally, but specifically 
with respect to the cities of Bethlehem, Allentown, Easton, and 
Reading. 

The testimony in the record that we have concerns activity in those 
cities. 

Now, do you know the identity of any Communists in the city of 
Bethlehem ¢ 
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Mr. FevsenstTer. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know the identity of any Communists in Allen- 
town ¢ 

Mr. Fetsenstrern. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as the 
previous question. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know the identity of any Communists in 
Easton, Pa. ? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as pre- 
viously noted. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know the identity of any Communists in 
Reading, Pa. ? 


Mr. Fexsenstetn. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as pre- 
viously noted. 


Mr. Morris. You have been active in peace rallies in Philadelphia ; 
have you not? 

Mr. Fetsenstetn. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the two reasons I stated before. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. You have addressed demonstrations against the war 
in Korea; have you not? 

Mr. FetsensteIn. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the two reasons I previously stated. 

Mr. Feusensrer. I refuse, on the basis that I will not be a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us what the Pearl Harbor Peace Party is? 

Mr. Fe.senstetn. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Woorston. No; same reasons. 

Mr. FrevsenstEtn. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. On January 24, 1953, did you attend a showing of a 
motion picture entitled “The New China,” which showing took place 
at the Russian American Club at 1115 North Fourth Street, Phila- 
delphia ? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Woorston. No, you do not; you have a right to refuse. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a freedom festival held at Camp Al- 
pine, R. F. D. 1, Boyertown, Pa., on June 21, 1953 4 

Mr. Fensenster. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active for the Citizens Committee for 
the Rosenbergs ? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse, on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. And subsequent to their execution, have you been active 
with an organization called the Memorial to the Rosenbergs? 

Mr. Fersenstern. I refuse, on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have recently been given a big award in 
Philadelphia, have you not, citizens’ award ¢ 

Mr. Fretsenster. I have. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that? 

Mr. FetsensTern. Well, it was an award which was given me by 
the Good Citizenship Committee of the City of Philadelphia for—I 
believe—I can’t remember precisely—something like devoted, dedi- 
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vated, and unselfish work performed voluntarily in behalf of the 
community on the free institutions of our way of life. 

Mr. Morris. When was that award given to you ¢ 

Mr. Fevsenstern. September 17, 1956. 

Mr. Morris. Where was that award made ? 

Mr. Fevsenstrin. Independence Hall, in the square. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you attended secret meetings of the Com- 
munist Party in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Fetsensretn. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist today ? 

Mr. Fe.sensTEn. I am not. 

Mr. Morris. When did you resign from the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Fevsenstetn. March 5—— 

Mr. Wooxtston. He didn’t hear the question. 

Repeat the question. 

Mr. Morris. When did you resign from the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Fersenstern. Do I have to answer that, sir ? 

Mr. Woortston. No; you can refuse on constitutional grounds. 

Mr. Fevsenstew. I refuse; I will not be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. What was the last time that you met with a person you 
knew to have been a member of the Communist Party ! 

Mr. Frevsenstern. I didn’t hear that question. Will you please re- 
peat it 

Mr. Morris. When was the last time that you met with a person 
whom you knew to have been a Communist Party funct tionary ¢ 

Mr. Feisensrern. Do I have to answer that question 

Mr. Wooxtston. No, you do not, for the two reasons previously 
stated. 

Mr. FevsenstEr. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Mary Lockner, 3011 
West Clifford Street, Philadelphia ¢ 

Mr. Fevsenstrern. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr, Wooxsron. No, you do not have to answer that, for the two rea 
sons I have previously told you. 

Mr. Frcsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended a Communist Party meeting 
with Mary Lockner ? 

Mr, Fevsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, 1 have no more questions of this 
witness. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Witness, are you a member of the Communist 
Party now? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. No; I am not. 

Senator Hruska. Are you a member of any committee or any 
agency or any department of the Communist Party today ? 

“Mr. Fersensrer. I am not. 

Senator Hruska. Have you recently been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Feusenstern. I don’t understand what “recently” even means. 

Senator Hruska. Have you been a member of the Communist 
Party in the last 6 months? 

Mr. Fetsensrern. | have not. 

Senator Hruska. Have you been a member of the Communist 
Party in the last calendar year ¢ 
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Mr. Fetsenstern. I have not. 

Senator Hruska. Have you been a member of the Communist 
Party within the last 2 years? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Senator Hruska. Have you been a member of the Communist 
Party in the last 3 years ? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. I refuse on the ground previously stated. 

Senator Hruska. Are you now active in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. Do I have to answer that ? ; 

Mr. Woorston. Would you repeat the question? I don’t think he 
understood it. 

Senator Hruska. Are you now active in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I have answered a question that I am not now a 
member ; how could I be active in it? 

Mr. Woortsron. Answer the question: Are you now active in the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Fevsenstern. No. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I ask a question ? 

Senator Hruska. Surely. 

Mr. Morris. Have you met in the past 6 months with a person you 
knew to have been a Communist Party functionary ? 

Mr. Fe.senstern. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Woorston. No, for the reasons I previously stated. 

Mr. Fetsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Did you effect a tactical resignation from the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Fetsenstern. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Woorston. No, for the reasons I previously stated. 

Mr. Fevsenstein. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Have you met within the last few months with any in- 
dividual you knew to be a Communist Party functionary ? 

Mr. FrtsenstEIn. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see an individual you knew to have 
been a Communist Party functionary ? 

Mr. Fersenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I ask a few more questions ? 

Senator Hruska. Yes, you may. 

Mr. Morrts. Now, do you know a man named William Crawford 
in Philadelphia? He lives at 1106 North 41st Street. 

Mr. Fevsenstrern. Do I have to answer that ? 

Mr. Wootston. No, for the reasons already stated. 

Mr. Fevsenstretn. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, is he a ¢ ‘ommunist ? 

Mr. Fersenstern. I have no knowledge of the Communists. 

Mr. Morris. You have no knowledge? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. I have not. , 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us whether or not you know the 
man ¢ 

Mr. Fetsensrern. I said, I refuse to be a witness against myself for 
that question asked. 

Mr. Woorston. Mr. Witness, in your second reply, I think you 
have no right to plead the Constitution, because you have stated 
you know he is not now a Communist. 

Mr. Fevsenstern. No; I said 
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Mr. Morris. He didn’t say that; he says he has no knowledge. 

Mr. Wootston. I am sorry. 

Then you still have the right. 

1 am sorry. 

Mr, Morris. Did you attend a meeting on September 13, 1952, at 
Town Hall, at 150 North Broad Street in the company of William 
Crawford ¢ 

Mr. Fevsenstein. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Didn’t you at that meeting sign a petition to President 
Truman requesting that he end the Korean war and establish peace 
in Korea ¢ 

Mr. Frevsenstern. I refuse to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Will you step down. 

Mrs. Felsenstein, will you come forward. 

Senator Hruska. Raise your right hand, please. 

Mrs. FevsenstTern. Excuse me. May I confer with counsel first ! 

Mr. Wootston. Be sworn in first. 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Fevsenstern. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ELEANOR PRICE FELSENSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
WILLIAM WOOLSTON, HER ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. You are Eleanor Price Felsenstein ? 

Mrs. FeLsENsTEIN. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And where do you reside ¢ 

Mrs. Fevsensrein. 3143 Euclid Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. You are a graduate of Teachers College of Temple 
University ? 

Mrs. Fevsenstrern. No. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ¢ 

Mrs. Feisenstern. Housewife. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Fexsenstrern. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Woo.tsron. No; for two reasons: One, the constitutional rea- 
son, and the other, the jurisdictional reason, unless the time and date 
is specified. 

Mrs. Fevsenstein. I refuse to answer on two grounds: One, that I 
refuse to testify against myself, and the other, that this committee 
has no jurisdiction, unless the time is specified. 

Senator Hruska. The first objection is recognized; the second ob- 
jection, however, is overruled. 

Mr. Morris. Now, are you presently a Communist ? 

Mrs. Fe.senstetn. Do I have to answer that ! 

Mr. Wootston. Listen to the question. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a Communist ? 

Mrs. Feisenstern. No. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last meet with Communists, persons you 
knew to be Communists ? 

Mrs. Fe.senster. Do I have to answer that? 

Mr. Woorston. No, for the two reasons I previously stated. 
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Mrs. Fetsenstern. I refuse to answer, for the two reasons I pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of your quorum call, I think 
there is no use going into it. We have much the same declaratory 
problem, association with peace groups in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Wooxston. In order that the record may be more complete, 
may I say that this witness would respond very generally the same 
as her husband would, and I don’t think you will get anything new 
from this witness. 

Senator Hruska. You heard the questions that were asked of your 
husband a little bit ago, Mrs. Felsenstein ¢ 

Mrs. FELsENsTEIN. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. The general tenor of them, the statement just 
made by counsel with respect to the general answers you would give 
to them; do you agree with that? 

Mrs. FELSENSTEIN. Yes. 

Mr. Wootston. The only distinction is that Mrs. Felsenstein would 
continue to press the second objection, in addition to the first. 

Senator Hruska. With reference to all the questions? 

Mr. Wootston. No; in more or less the same general area of ques- 
tions you asked her, she would answer the same as her husband, at 
least that it was indicated when we discussed the matter, coming down 
on the train this morning. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Any further questions? 

(No response. ) 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

The witness is excused, and the hearing is concluded. 

(Whereupon, at 2:40 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 
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TUESDAY, JULY 16, 1957 


Unrrep Srares Senate, 
SuspcomMirres ‘lo INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SEcuRITy AcT 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:10 a. m., in room 
457, Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; William A. Rusher, 
associate counsel; Benjamin Mandel, research director; and F, W. 
Schroeder, chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The Chair would like to state that this is the hearing which was 
originally scheduled and testimony which was originally scheduled 
for an area hearing to be held in Philadelphia. It was the plan of 
this subcommittee to have a number of witnesses testify on the sub- 
ject at hand. However, the work of the Senate has prevented any 
member of the subcommittee from getting up to those hearings sched- 
uled up there on a more extensive scale, and, because we would like 
to get this particular aspect of the hearings unclerway, it was thought 
well that the witness of this morning appear here and that we get 
started on those hearings here. 

At a later time, and depennane upon the fashion in which the busi- 
ness of the Senate develops later this month, and perhaps next month, 
we will give further consideration to continuance of these hearings 
either in the Philadelphia area or here, as may best develop. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, by way of supplementing what you said, 
roughly, the subcommittee had planned to take the testimony of 4 men 
who had served as undercover informants for the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation in the Philadelphia area, together with 26 other persons, 
including the 5 or 6 individuals whom we learned from these other 
particular, responsive witnesses were the leaders of the Communist 
organization in Philadelphia. 

We learned of the Communist Party’s plans in Philadelphia as to 
what their counteroffense against the committee was going to be. 
That is something, Senator, we can go into later, but in connection 
with an area hearing the subcommittee held duri ing last year, it came 
to the conclusion that, in order to really understand the nature of the 
Communist organization throughout the Nation, it should pause 
from time to time and look at the certain areas so that it can learn 
with particularity how the Communist Party operates in a specific 
area, 
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Now, the first witness this morning, Senator, is a man who has served 
as an informant for the Federal Bureau of Investigation. We had 
also subpenaed for this morning Mr. Herman Solitrin, so that he 
might have an opportunity to answer the testimony of Mr. Walter here 
this mor ning. Now, he has not been able to get a lawyer. His lawyer, 
Senator, called to say he would not be able to : appear later in the month 
when we had the hearings scheduled in Philadelphia, so, therefore, in 
order to accommodate the lawyer, we said the witness might come 
in today. 

At that point we discovered that the lawyer had still another obli- 
gation, but he would advise Mr. Solitrin to get another lawyer, and 
Mr. Solitrin since has not obtained a lawyer, but I don’t think we 
should really—he certainly has had a whole week to get a lawyer. 

Senator Hruska. Well, we will defer to his wishes in that matter, 
and, if he preiers not to testify until a later time, that is agreeable to 
the chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you stand to be sworn, Mr. Walter? 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which 
you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Waurter. I do. 

Senator Hruska. You may proceed, Mr. Morris. 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY WALTER, KINTNERSVILLE, PA. 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Walter, will you tell us where you reside? First, 
give us your full name. 

Mr. Water. Harry Walter, R. F. D. No. 1, Kintnersville, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. What county is that ? 

Mr. Watrer. Bucks County. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Waurer. Bethlehem, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profesison ? 

Mr. Watrter. I work at steel. 

Mr. Morris. And you have worked in steel all your life? 

Mr. Water. Twenty-two years, now. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Watrer. I ama manipulator on 40 No. 1 bloomer. 

Mr. Morris. A manipulator on 40 No. 1 bloomer ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. That is Bethlehem Steel Co. ? 

Mr. Wavter. That isa rolling mill. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us, generally, what that work involves? 

Mr. Waurer. Well, we roll out steel in different shapes. 

Mr. Morris. And you work for the Bethlehem Steel Co. ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been working with the Bethlehem 
Steel Co. ? 

Mr. Watter. Twenty-two years. 
Mr. Morris. You are also a shop steward with the union; are you 
not ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What union is that? 

Mr. Water. CIO Steelworkers. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, in your earlier days you were drawn into the 
Communist Party ; were you not? 

Mr. Watrter. Sir? 

Mr. Morris. In your younger days, you were drawn to the Com- 
munist Party; were you not ? 

Mr. Water. In 1946, ina strike. 

Mr. Morris. And you participated in the 1946 strike, and as a result 
of that did you go into the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Water. I attended a few meetings. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us about it. 

Mr. Water. Well, they took me up to this here Barton, Phil Bar- 
ton; this Charles Erney made me—— 

Mr. Morris. Yousay Phil Barton? 

Mr. Waurer. Barton. 

Mr. Morris. B-a-r-t-o-n ? 

Mr. Waurter. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Who was he? 

Mr. Water. He was an organizer for the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Where was he from; Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Waurer. I think he was from Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. You say he took you toa meeting ? 

Mr. Waurer. Charles Erney took me to Phil Barton, and they rec- 
ommended I go up to Allentown to a meeting, on 19th Street, at this 
here—that furniture man; I just can’t think of his name. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, it may be that the witness is distracted by the 
photographer. 

Senator Hruska. Yes; I think that is probably right. 

Will the photographer finish taking his picture, and then we will 
proceed with the testimony. 

Mr. Morris. You say Phil Barton ¢ 

Mr. Watrrr. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 

Now, he took you toa Communist meeting in Allentown ? 

Mr. Wattrr. He told Charles Erney to take me downtown. 

Mr. Morris. Now, where did you go in Allentown ? 

Mr. Watrer. On 19th Street, at Dave Karol’s place. 

Mr. Morris. That is the home of David Karol ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. He lived at 19th Street, Allentown ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was there a Communist meeting there ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What happened at that meeting / 

Mr. Watrer. They were soliciting some kind of funds for the 
strike—to support the strike. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you, as a result of that meeting, join the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Watter. I can’t say I joined it. I just went to some meetings. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us about your experience in the 
Communist Party at that particular time, in the 1946 period ? 

Mr. Water. Well, I went to a few meetings. I never paid no dues. 
And then I just discontinued ; I lost all interest in it. 
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Senator Hruska. Mr. Walter, at that first meeting to which you 
went, how many were pr esent ¢ Y 

Mr. Waurer. There were about half a dozen there. I am not posi- 
tive of that number. 

Senator Hruska. Was there a leader, or a chairman who was in 
charge of the meetings ¢ 

Mr. Water. Dave Karol had charge of that meeting. 

Senator Hruska. Do you know what his address is, or where he 
lives ? 

Mr. Water. At present, I don’t; no. 

Senator Hruska. Where did he live at that time ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. 19th Street, in Allentown. 

Senator Hruska. By whom was he employed ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. I think he was in business for himself, some kind of 
furniture business. 

Senator Hruska. At or near the place where the meeting was held ? 

Mr. Water. No. 

Senator Hruska. Ata different place ‘ 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. His name is spelled K-a-r-o-l 

Mr. Water. Karol. 

Mr. Morris. Then, you were later called by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation ; were you not ? 

Mr. Water. Yes; in 1952. 

Mr. Morris. In 1952. And what happened in 1952? 

Mr. Watrer. Well, they asked me if I was willing to go back into 
the party and secure information for the Bureau, for the Government, 
and they said I shouldn’t give an answer, I should think it over, talk it 
over with my wife. There wasn’t much thinking to be done. I was 
willing to do it. 

Mr. Morris. Then what happened ? 

Mr. Waurer. Well, sometime later, then, through some manipula- 
tion I was recruited back into the Communist Party again. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you formally join the Communist Party then ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. In the first period, did you formally join ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. I wouldn’t say I formally joined the first period; no. 

Mr. Morris. You attended meetings ? 

Mr. Watrer. I attended a few meetings. 

Mr. Morris. And you, generally, knew what the situation was? 

Mr. Water. Sir? 

Mr. Morris. And you knew something about the Communist or- 
ganization ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. As a result of that experience you were asked if you 
would go back, and.in earnest join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And give information to the United States Government 
through the FBI? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you did that? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What became your assignment in the Communist 
Party, Mr. Walter? 
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Mr. Watrer. By the Communists? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. What assignment did the Communists give you ? 

Mr. Watrer. I was to represent steel. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us about it. 

Mr. Watrer. Well, I was supposed to secure all the information 
from steel companies, from the Bethlehem Steel. 

Mr. Morris. Did you join a Communist unit ! 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. We had a Steel Club. 

Mr. Morris. Where was the Steel Club? 

Mr. Watrer. It was in Bethlehem. I mean, at my place, Bethle- 
hem. We used to attend meetings all around. 

Mr. Morris. Who made up the Steel Club? 

Mr. Water. Well, there was Joe Pacueci—— 

Mr. Morris. Spell that. 

Mr. Watrer. I can’t spell it. 

Mr. Morris. P-a-c-u-c-c-i? 

Mr. Waurer. It is an Italian name. And Harold Allen—I mean 
Solitrin. 

Mr. Morris. Is that Herman Solitrin? 

Mr. Watrer. Herman Solitrin. 

Mr. Morris. S-o-]-i-t-r-i-n ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And Al Heller? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Al Heller—H-e-1-l-e-r ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. Myself, and this here Power, Jack Power. 

Mr. Morris. Jack Power? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were these members of this particular unit at 
Bethlehem Steel ? 

Mr. Water. Yes, the Steel Club. 

Mr. Morris. Now, can you tell us how many such units there were, 
to your knowledge, at Bethlehem Steel at that time? This is now in 
1952. 

Mr. Water. Well, I only knew of one besides ours; that was a 
Hungarian club, but I never had any meetings with them, you know. 

Mr. Morris. Now, can you tell us whether or not there were any 
other meetings other than these two you mentioned ? 

Mr. Watrer. There was a number of meetings that I wasn’t present. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you knew only about these particular 
two? 

Mr. Watrer. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know definitely that there were others, or you 
just don’t know whether or not there were others? 

Mr. Water. Well, they held meetings, like down in Easton that 
I know of, but I wasn’t there. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you knew only about the particular 
unit you were with? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 

Now, as a representative of that unit, were you then assigned to the 
steel commission of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 
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Mr. Morris. Tell us about that. What was the steel commission of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Watrer. That was supposed to represent the eastern part of 
the United States. 

Mr. Morris. Where did it meet ? 

Mr. Water. That met in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the head of it ? 

Mr. Water. Well, Roberts 

Mr. Morris. Who was Roberts? 

Mr. Waurer. Joe Roberts. 

Mr. Morris. Joseph Roberts. 

Mr. Waurer. At that time I only knew him as Vic. I don’t know 
their right names. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, when the steel commission of the Com- 
munist Party met in Philadelphia, they did not use their right names? 

Mr. Watrer. No. They never used their right names. 

Mr. Morris. How many people were on the committee / 

Mr. Waurer. Well, there was Vic, who was Joe Roberts; Blumberg. 

Mr. Morris. Who was that? Harry Blumberg? Albert Blumberg? 

Mr. Water. I knew him as Doc at that time. 

Mr. Morris. Who else was there ? 

Mr. Watrer. Earn, from Sparrows Point. 

Mr. Morris. Aaron—A-a-r-o-n ¢ 

Mr. Water. Earn. 

Mr. Morris. How do you spell that ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. E-a-r-n. f 

Mr. Morris. What was his first name? , 

Mr. Waurer. I don’t know his first name. 

Mr. Morris. He was from Sparrows Point ? 

Mr. Watrer. Sparrows Point. And a fellow by the name of How- 
ard. I don’t know his 

Mr. Morris. How do you spell that? 

Mr. Waurer. H-o-w-a-r-d. 

Mr. Morris. Howard. 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Where was he from ? 

Mr. Watrer. He was from Sparrows Point. They alternate. One 
meeting Earn would be there, and the next meeting Howard would be 
there. T hey would represent Sparrows Point. 

Mr. Morrts. How many representatives were there on the steel 
commission ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. Well, there was myself and— 

Mr. Morris. Just give me the number. 

Mr. Water. Three. Three showed up. There was supposed to be 
4 at 1 of the meetings. 

Mr. Morris. Well, you have named more than three already. 

Mr. Watrer. I am just—that is actually steel representatives. 

Mr. Morris. How many people made up the steel commission of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Waurer. Well, that was—to make - the steel commission, 
that was Vie and Blumberg and Power, or Hood. Either one of 
those two used to come from our section. 


Mr. Morris. Who was Hood ? 
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Mr. Watrer. Bill Hood. 

Mr. Morris. Bill Hood? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. And myself, and another fellow from Bald- 
win Locomotive Works. I don’t remember his name, but I have it 
on record. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, from what you are saying now there 
were 10 or 12 people on the steel commission; is that right ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. That was with the leaders. You see, the rep- 
resentatives from the different plants, there was only four of us. 

Mr. Morris. I see. In other words, there were four representatives 
from the plants; Bethlehem, in Allentown—I mean, Bethlehem, and 
Sparrows Point? 

Mr. Water. And Baldwin Locomotive Works. 

Mr. Morris. Baldwin Locomotive ¢ 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Where is Sparrows Point—Maryland, isn’t it? 

Mr. Watrer. That isin Baltimore, Md. 

Mr. Morris. And Baldwin Locomotive Works is where ? 

Mr. Waurer. Philadelphia, or Chester, I am not sure. 

Mr. Morris. And Bethlehem Steel; in Bethlehem, Pa. / 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. So you representatives would meet with the leaders of 
the Steel Commission who met in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you told us who they were. 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What was your assignment ? 

Mr. Waurer. To bring back information from the steel company. 

Mr. Morris. What was some of the information the steel commis- 
sion wanted ¢ 

Mr. Watrter. The first time Hood assigned me to the steel commis- 
sion, it was through 

Mr. Morris. Bill Hood assigned you to the steel commission ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. He told me to get all the symbols from the 
various departments. 

Mr. Morris. What are the symbols, symbol numbers ? 

Mr. Waurer. Well, they represent each department in the steel 
company, the type of work, and so forth. 

Mr. Morris. Now, if you bring back the steel symbol numbers, 
would that give anyone a good idea of what is going on at the steel 
companies ¢ 

Mr. Water. Well, I couldn’t tell you what they wanted them for. 
All Il know—— 

Mr. Morris. What is the value of getting a symbol number ? 

Mr. Watrer. I couldn’t see any value in it at all, myself. They 
never disclosed to me what they wanted it for. 

Mr. Morris. What are symbol numbers / 

Mr. Water. That represents each department. 

Mr. Morris. Does it reflect the type of production that is going on ‘ 

Mr. Watrer. Yes; sure. Maintenance has its own symbol number. 

Mr. Morris. Does it indicate the location of the particular project 
within the plant? 
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Mr. Wavrer. Yes. SM stands for smelting. The difference in the 
numbers represents what part of the steel company they are at, you 
know. 

Mr. Morris. So with the symbol] numbers, you would also know the 
location within the plant; would you not? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Would it give you any inkling of the scope of the pro- 
duction { 

Mr. Watrer. I was supposed to report on the amount of steel, 
amount of men, and stuff. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, Hood asked you for that information ‘ 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you had directly back in your own unit in Beth- 
lehem Steel a group of five? 

Mr. Waurter. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you knew there were also other groups in Beth- 
lehem Steel. You didn’t know the names of them, but you knew they 
were there ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You also knew there was a Hungarian Communist 
group in Bethlehem ? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever have a meeting at Freedland’s home, at 
which more extensive plans were made for operation of the Commu- 
nist organization ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that? 

Mr. Waurer. That was in December of 1953. We had that meet- 
ing at Mike meen home. 

Mr. Morris. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Waurer. December of 1953. 

Mr. Morris. In December of 1953 you had a meeting at Mike Freed- 
land’s home? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What happened then ? 

Mr. Water. There was Joe Roberts and Kusma 

Mr. Morris. K-u-s-m-a? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. Harold Allen, myself, Herman Solitrin. 

Mr. Morris. Did you tell us in executive session that William 
Powell was there? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was William Powell there? 

Mr. Waurer. Power. 

Mr. Morris. Power. William Power. And was Joseph Roberts 
there? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You told us now present were Herman Solitrin, Harold 

Allen, William Power, Joseph Roberts, Joseph Kusma, yourself: 
and you were meeting at Mike Freedland’s home? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was Mike Freedland there ? 

Mr. Watrer. That was supposed to be a steel meeting. 

Mr. Morris. Was Freedland also present ? 
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Mr. Water. No. 

Mr. Morris. He wasn’t there? 

Mr. Watter. No. 

Mr. Morris. Was his wife there ? 

Mr. Watrer. They were there when we came, but we didn’t see 
them after that at all. They took us down to the cellar. 

Mr. Morris. Was Freedland a Communist ? 

Mr. Watrter. As far as I know, but I couldn’t prove it myself. 

Mr. Morris. He wasn’t in your unit, in other words ? 

Mr. Water. No. 

Mr. Morris. But you went to his home; he let you in, led you down 
to the cellar, and left ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What happened at that meeting ? 

Mr. Waurer. We discussed various sections of the steel company, 
and then this here Joe Kusma, he drew a map of the steel company 
and asked me what section—if one section of the plant was curtailed, 
how many men it would affect and how much production it would 
affect. 

Senator Hruska. Were you able to give him that information / 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. I could help him on that. 

Senator Hruska. And did he make notations of it on the map, or 
did he make independent notations ¢ 

Mr. Wa.TeR od tried to get hold of the map, but it was impossible. 
No. He didn’t make no notations. 

Senator Hruska. Is that the only time you gave him information 
of that kind ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Did he ask you on any other occasion, or did he 
seem satisfied with the information which you gave him then? 

Mr. Waurer. He asked me what part would be more vital to the 
steel company. Well, everybody knows a powerplant is a vital spot 
in a steel company. 

Senator Hruska. You told him so; did you? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. What about the other departments? Did you 
give him similar information about the importance of other depart- 
ments ¢ 

Mr. Water. Then he wanted to know how many men was working 
in different departments. 

Senator Hruska. Did you give him that information ‘ 

Mr. Waxrer. I could estimate; yes. Sometimes they would agree 
with me, sometimes they would disagree. 

Senator Hruska. But you discussed the figures, and between the 
3 or 4of you who were present—is that right ? 

Mr. Water. That is right. 

Senator Hruska. And each of them had some piece of information 
about each of the questions that was asked of you ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Were there any other similar meetings held at a 
later time in which similar information was sought from you? 

Mr. Waurter. Well, we always had to report on the conditions in 
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Senator Hruska. And to whom did you report? 

Mr. Water. At all the Steel Club meetings. We used to hold a 
Steel Club meeting once a month. 

Senator Hruska. And where were those meetings held ? 

Mr. Watrer. Most of them were held at my place. 

Senator Hruska. In your home? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. And who was present? Pretty much of the same 
people you have already named ! 

Mr. Watrter. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Were most of them usually present at each meet- 
ing? 

Mr. Waurer. Toward the end, Joe Pacucci didn’t show up too much. 

Senator Hruska. Now, there were a number of these meetings. 
Now, over what period of time, in terms of calendar years, did those 
meetings occur ? 

Mr. Waurer. Well, the most meetings were held in 1953. That was 
the most active year. 

Senator Hruska. When did they end, approximately ? 

Mr. Wav rer. In 1956. 

Senator Hruska. They were held off and on, but less frequently 
after 1953; is that right? 

Mr. Water. In 1953 was the biggest year, you know, the most 
meetings held. 

Senator Hruska. Could you estimate how many meetings were held 
of that kind in 1953 ? 

Mr. Waurer. Well, at least 12 Steel Club meetings. 

Senator Hruska. How many ? 

Mr. Water. At least 12 Steel Club meetings. We had them once 
amonth. Then we had—— 

Mr. Morris. May I say at this point that the witness left the Com- 
munist Party in 1956, and he will not be able to testify about anything 
since that time. 

Senator Hruska. Now, then, how many meetings would you esti- 
mate in 1954 of that same body, approximately ? 

Mr. Waurer. They slowed down pretty much in 1954. 

Senator Hruska. Do you know whether meetings might have been 
held some place else, not to your knowledge, of that same group ? 

Mr. Water. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Senator Hruska. But during the meetings which you did hold, 
those in 1953 and those up to and including 1956, that same type of 
subject was almost always inquired into, and you were requested to 
give information of the same kind; is that correct ? 

Mr. Waurter. Yes. Always. 

Senator Hruska. Was anything else discussed during those meet- 
ings 

Mr. Wauter. Political affairs. 

Senator Hruska. Like what? 

Mr. Watrer. Well, like Francis Walter, always campaigning 
against him. 

Senator Hruska. You always campaigned against Francis Walter? 

Mr. Watter. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. What about State elections? Were those dis- 
cussed ? 
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Mr. Water. No. At one time they wanted me to get Muldowney 
to run against Francis Walter. John Muldowney. He is president 
of local 2599 ; but I never made the attempt. I told them I did, but 
I didn’t. 

Senator Hruska. Now, were any strike plans discussed during that 
time? 

Mr. Watrter. There was always strikes discussed at different meet- 
ings. There was always—they used to ask me, you know, if I couldn't 
get the guys together for a wildcat of some type at the plant. 

Senator Hruska. Of what locals were these persons members? 
Have you identified that for the record yet ? 

Mr. Watrer. That was my department. They wanted me to agitate 
strikes in my department. 

Seantor Hruska. They wanted you to talk up strikes, and vote 
favorably for them, in case there was a vote thereon / 

Mr. Water. You know, one of the reports I had to make was griev- 
ances and dissatisfaction among the men, you know, like speedups, and 
things like that, and then he used to suggest, now, couldn’t you get the 
fellows to walk off the job and str aighten some of that stuff out? 

Mr. Morrs. Now, just one thing. When they were asking about 
what was the most vital part of the steel company, as far as putting 
it out of production was concerned, in what context was that? 

Mr. Water. What was that? 

Mr. Morrs. What was the purpose of that, in asking what part of 
the steel plant 

Mr. Water. They never committed themselves on that. 

Mr. Morrs. They just wanted to know which was the most vulner- 
able part ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morrs. Now, when you attended meetings of the steel commis- 
sion, these were entirely different meetings from the ones you just told 

Senator Hruska about; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. The meeting, you said, were in Philadelphia—of the 
steel commission ? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morrs. How many of those did you attend in 1953 ? 

Mr. Watrer. Three. 

Mr. Morrs. They were party meetings ? 

Mr. Water. Those were the big meetings. 

Mr. Morrs. Did you attend those meetings in 1954? 

Mr. Wanrer. None in 1954. 

Mr. Morrs. How many in 1955? 

Mr. Water. None in 1955. 

Mr. Morrs. Well, were you no longer a member of the steel com- 
mission in 1955? 

Mr. Watrer. I just don’t remember the date that those 11 were 
exposed by Herman Thomas. That is when the action ceased. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, what was the date of that 

Mr. Suroeper. May 1954. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Shroeder tells us in May of 1954 there was testi- 
mony by Herman Thomas, which exposed the Steel Commission, and 
you say from that time on it did not operate ? 
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Mr. Watrer. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Now, where were these meetings of the Steel Commis- 
sion held ¢ 

Mr. Watrter. In Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. Where in Philadelphia ¢ 

Mr. Water. A fellow by the name of Posov, or something like that. 
He was a photographer. 

Mr. Morris. Would you spell it, please ? 

Mr. Water. Posov. I never learned 

Mr. Morris. P-o-s-a-t? Isthat it? 

Mr. Watrer. No. Posov. Ithink there is a “v” in there. 

Mr. Morris. Posov—P-o-s-o-v. Where was his place ¢ 

Mr. Water. On Ford Street in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. Was it a business establishment or a home ? 

Mr. Watrer. It was a photographer’s place. He was a photog- 
rapher. 

Mr. Morris. He was a photographer ? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And it was there that the meetings of the Steel Com- 
mission were held up until the time it was exposed, in May of 1954? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you ever—did you ever come close to being 
subpenaed by a congressional committee in connection with that 
activity ? 

Mr. Waurer. There was a lot of subpenas being given out, so far 
as I know, on the McCarthy hearings, and Herman Solitrin came over 
to my house. At the time, we were puzzled how we were going to keep 
from me being exposed, you know, because I wasn’t getting no subpenas 
and the others were. So Herman Solitrin came over to the house and 
solved the problem by offering me $25 to get away, and duck the sub- 
pena, and I went on a hunting trip then. 

Mr. Morris. Solitrin gave you $25 to leave, so you wouldn’t be 
subpenaed ? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Solitrin didn’t know ¢ 

Mr. Water. He first asked me if I had any money, and I told him, 

“No,” which I lied. I mean, if you have too much money they get 
suspicious of you. And he gave me $25, and I went up to Saylorsburg 
to my uncle’s place, you know, and stayed there about a week. 

Senator Hruska. How long did you stay ? 

Mr. Watrer. One week. 

Senator Hruska. Was any attempt made later to serve that subpena 
on you ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. There was nothing served. There was no subpena, 
but they figured I should be getting one because they were all getting 
one. 

Senator Hruska. And they were just being extra careful; were 
they? 

Mr. Watrer. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Do you know of any similar instances of that kind 
where they induced other people to avoid the service of subpenas ? 
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Mr. Waurer. The only one I know is Charles Erney. He told me 
at the plant that he ducked it by going to a doctor, or something. A 
doctor or hospital, or something like that. 

Senator Hruska. And it was for the same purpose, avoiding being 
called to testify ? 

Mr. Warmer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did Solitrin handle Communist Party funds or 
anything there ? 

Mr. Waurer. At times, yes. 

Mr. Morris. What was his assignment in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Watrer. He took over leadership when Jack Power left, you 
know. 

Mr. Morris. Where is Jack Power now ? 

Mr. Watrer. He went to Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. Generally, after the Blumberg trial, I think you told 
us, many of these people left, and they are now in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Water. They all scattered. First Bill Hood. Bill Hood left 
first, and then Al Heller left. next, and then Power left, and then 
Herman Solitrin. They all went back to Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. Now, while you were in the Communist Party, was 
there any effort made to make preparations for work underground, 
to your knowledge ? 

Mr. Watter. They had appointed Herman Solitrin and myself 
to take over leadership in case they would be caught, and Harold 
Allen, from Easton. : 

Mr. Morris. Now, who was this man Erney you told us about in 
executive session ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. Well, he was kicked out of the party. 

Mr. Morris. What was his name? 

Mr. Watrer. Charles Erney. 

Mr. Morris. How do you spell it ? 

Mr. Watrer. Sometimes they say Charles Erney, and sometimes 
they say William. 

Mr. Morris. How do you spell Erney ? 

Mr. Waurer. E-r-n-e-y. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about his activities ? 

Mr. Watirr. He used to search the mountains there on his days off, 
to see how many men could be hidden out in the mountains there. 

Mr. Morris. Now, that wasn’t a formal Communist Party assign- 
ment, was it ? 

Mr. Watrer. No. 

Mr. Morris. He was doing that on his own ? 

Mr. Waurter. As far as I know. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us about his searching the mountains for places 
to hide. 

Mr. Waurer. He used to tell me that all his time off he would be in 
the mountains, and he would find big hiding places where they could 
hide out so many people, you know. He told me a certain place would 
maybe take 200 or 300 men, things like that. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you say it was not an assignment, to your know]l- 
edge, that was given to him by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Water. Not that [know of. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. You say he was ultimately expelled from the Com- 
munist Party ? 
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Mr. Waurer. He was expelled because he talked too much in bar- 
rooms. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about the Communist Party in Phil- 
adelphia, as you know it? 

Mr. Water. As I know it? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. In the time you were a Communist. Who was 
the head of the Communist Party in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Waurer. The leaders I knew was that Vic, Blumberg, and 
Kuzma. Those were the only leaders I knew in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. They were the only ones you dealt with ? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Where did they operate in Philadelphia / 

Mr. Waurer. I don’t know where they operated from. 

Mr. Morris. You met them ? 

Mr. Waurer. The only place I ever met them was at the photog- 
rapher’s place. That is in Philadelphia. I met them a lot of times 
in my place, too. 

Mr. Morris. How many meetings did you attend at the home of 
David Karol and his wife Harriet ¢ 

Mr. WaurTer. One. 

Mr. Morris. Just one meeting? 

Mr. Waurer. Yes. That was in 1946, I think. 

Mr. Morris. And then you didn’t have any dealings with them 
after 1952? 

Mr. Watrer. No. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think I have covered all the material we 
have gone over in executive session. I would like to point out, Sen- 
ator, that this is just a part of the hearings that we had scheduled for 
the Philadelphia area. Mr. Walter’s experience in the Communist 
Party was limited, and I have tried to restrict his questioning to 
that particular period about which he is competent to testify. 

Mr. Water. They were always playing the role of protecting me, 
you know, because I was a valuable comrade, and they never let me 
into the other cells. I wasn’t swpposed to be known by anybody else. 
That is the reason my affiliation with them was pretty small. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, they kept you within ? 

Mr. Water. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think it was because they suspected you ? 

Mr. Waurer. No. They did suspect me once. Bill Hood told me 
that. They gave me the third degree at Trainor’s Hotel one time. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us about that. 

Mr. Water. Well, Bill Hood visited me at my home one time and 
he told me, he says that the party thought it was funny that I wasn’t 
being called, you know, and subpenaed, or anything like that, and that 
[ was under suspicion. And he told me, he says that he put in a 
word. He says, I don’t think he would ever work underground, and 
so, anyhow it turned out that there was a showdown, you know. This 
Vic came from Philadelphia especially to give me the third degree, 
and Herman Solitrin and myself and this Vie were in back of Train- 
or’s Hotel, road stand, you know, and there is where he gave me the 
questions. 

After it was all over, he said, well, I trust you, and then it was only 
a couple of weeks after that that I was exposed. 


amen 
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Mr. Morrts. Did you testify at one of the Government trials? 

Mr. Watrer. I testified in the Blumberg trial. 

Mr. Morris. What did you testify there; just about Blumberg, is 
that right? 

Mr. Water. Just about Blumberg. 

Mr. Morris. None of these other things? 

Mr. Waurer. No. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have no more questions of this witness. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. Thank you for coming, Mr. Walter, 
and contributing, as you have, to the record of this subcommittee. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I will try to find out when Mr. Solitrin ac 
tually will come in to testify. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

The witness is excused, and the meeting is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 10:50 a. m., the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
to the call of the Chair.) 

(The following article from the publication Political Affairs later 
was ordered into the record :) 


{Political Affairs, August 1956] 
On-THE-Spot Report: THE POLITICAL SCENE IN LOUISIANA 
(By Hunter O’Dell) 


Louisiana is one of the “Deep South” States and has been so economically, 
socially, politically, and culturally since admitted into the Union in 1812. Like 
its neighboring State, Texas, on the west, it has experienced considerable in- 
dustrialization since the end of World War II; and like its neighbor State, 
Mississippi, on the east, the hangovers of plantation economy and its slavery- 
time ideas, customs, and institutions still weigh heavily upon the life of the 
people of Louisiana. 

The growth of the oil, aluminum, chemical, rubber, and other industries over 
the past 10 years represents more than $1 billion in capital investments in new 
plants. Their owners are among the biggest names in northern finance capital: 
Standard Oil (Rockefeller), with its huge refinery in Baton Rouge; Shell Oil 
Co., with its more than a quarter million acres under lease in Louisiana; the 
Freeport Mining Corp. (Morgan), with a monopoly on the mining of sulfur, in 
which Louisiana is the leading State in the Nation; Kaiser Aluminum; and 
American Cyanamide—a giant in the chemical industry. These, taken together 
with the growth in the number of industrial workers in the State, are the new 
forces in Louisiana’s economic life. 

Likewise, in the transportation sector of the economy, New Orleans has been 
for several years the second largest port in the United States, in volume of 
trade (close to $2 billion annually) and newly opened port facilities at Baton 
Rouge represent an important step toward developing Louisiana’s 1,500 mile 
system of inland waterways. An overall result, as this industrialization con- 
tinues, has been the growing urbanization of Louisiana’s population. Today 
Louisiana is one of the three Southern States most of whose population (51 
percent) lives in cities or rural towns (the other two States are Texas and 
Florida). 

BACKGROUND OF RECENT GUBERNATORIAL ELECTIONS 


During this period of economic development, the labor movement, the Negro 
people, working farmers, and small business and professional people, have had 
some bitter experiences which have contributed to their maturity in the politi- 
cal life of this State. 

The labor movement has fought some bitter strikes in the shipyards, paper 
mills, sugar refineries and plantations, and clothing factories. These strikes 
were called for the most elementary demands, such as the right to “union 
recognition,” as in the case of the farm-labor strike on the sugar plantations, 
or for “equal pay for equal work, North and South,” as was the case in the 
Chrysler, Godchaux Sugar, and Bell Telephone strikes. Recently, the antilabor 
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forces in the State legislature pushed through the right-to-work bill (1954), as 
well as police-State segregation measures which aimed to divide and weaken the 
labor movement. 

The toiling farmers have experienced a 15-percent decline in their income 
over the past 5 years; the 12-percent drop in the number of farms in the State 
points to the large numbers that are being pushed off the land completely. 
The Dixiecrat legislature increased the market taxes for small produce farm- 
ers, while floods in the rice-growing areas in the west and drought and insect 
plagues in the north-central parishes were met with a “too little and too late” 
program by the Kennon administration. 

Among the Negro people, struggles for the right to vote came under sharp 
attack. A driving force in this movement is the new political awakening 
among the Negro rural population. (Important in this regard is the whole 
series of parishes (counties) along the river, from East Carroll in the north 
to St. Helena in the east and St. Landry in the west, which makes up part 
of the lower Mississippi Valley, 1 of the 3 great concentrations of Negro 
majority population in the South, having a common economic life, since long 
before the Civil War). 

The important bus boycott in Baton Rouge in the summer of 1953 fore- 
shadowed the present historic struggle in Montgomery, Ala. And with the 
victory represented in the Supreme Court desegregation decision, the Negro 
people were faced with an arrogant Dixiecrat legislature, which proceeded to 
appropriate $100,000 to fight that decision. In both the economic boycott move 
ment and the registration movement the splendid organizational ability shown 
by the Negro trade unionists is an important new feature and experience for 
the Negro people. 

During this recent period, especially since 1952, the Dixiecrats have passed 
legislation aimed at tightening their political control of the State by restricting 
the rights of other political parties. An example is the “Communist registration 
bill” which outlaws the Communist Party and requires its members to register 
with the police, carrying with it, whether they do so or not, the penalty of 10 to 
20 years in prison. 

THE ELECTION CAMPAIGN 


The lineup of candidates in the recent gubernatorial elections (January 1956) 
was as follows: 

Fred Preus: A north Louisiana auto dealer and Baptist Sunday-school 
teacher who has served on the State public service commission (transportation 
and utilities). He entered the race as the preferred candidate of the dominant 
section of the oil interests and its political representatives, the machine (Delta 
Democratic Association) of incumbent Governor Kennon, a Dixiecrat. He was 
also supported by a section of the big construction firms, because of his allegiance 
to Kennon’s $50 million roadbuilding program. 

James McLemore: A cattle-raising plantation landlord from Alexandria, 
bordering the black belt. He differed from all other candidates in the viciously 
racist manner in which he utilized the Negro question. Declaring himself to 
be the “white man’s candidate,” he pledged to make Louisiana the rallying 
eenter of all “citizen-council’ type forces in the South. He represented the 
plantation landlords, as a class—the “mailed fist” Dixiecrats. 

©. Grevemberk: Formerly superintendent of State police in the Kennon ad- 
ministration, he resigned to enter the race. Ever since 1952, he has been 
groomed by a section of the oil interests to succeed Kennon as Governor. 
With demogogic appeal directed to the churchgoing population, he campaigned 
as the “clean government” candidate, against “crime and corruption.” For 2 
years prior to these elections he has been building up his candidacy by carrying 
out raids against gambling houses, and breaking up slot machines. This was 
meant to capture the attention of the Baptists in particular while he himself 
is a Roman Catholic. When the Communist Registration Act was passed in 
Louisiana, as head of the police, he publicly threatened to lock up all the “reds.” 

De Lesseps (“Chep”) Morrison: Thrice-elected mayor of New Orleans. His 
personal ambition to be Governor was supplemented by the support from 
shipping interests centered around the New Orleans Cotton Exchange: a sec- 
tion of the big construction firms, whom he had favored with lucrative con- 
tracts in New Orleans; the liberal, urban middle class, including some Negro 
voters, who regarded him as being “cosmopolitan,” and therefore an asset as 
Governor; and a section of the labor movement, primarily because several mem- 
bers of his ticket had voted against the right-to-work bill, and those who had 
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voted for it had been dropped from the ticket. He became the preferred candi- 
date of Dixiecrat reaction in the later stages of the campaign when it became 
obvious Kennon was not going to be able to swing the election for Preus, and 
that, consequently, Morrison was the “only man who can force Long into a run- 
off.” Almost overnight, the newspapers all over the State began to campaign for 
Morrison. He started off with a relatively mild, separate-but-equal position on 
the Negro question, but later accepted the endorsement of the lynch-sheriff from 
the parish of West Feliciana (St. Francisville), where Negroes are still not 
allowed to vote, though 82 percent of the population. He also endorsed the 
program of the “southern gentlemen,” a KKK-type secret organization. Mor- 
rison is also a Catholic, and this was a source of some support, although the 
Catholic Church in New Orleans is officially playing a very commendable part 
in the growing movement to carry out the Supreme Court desegregation deci 
sions. Since the elections, Mayor Morrison’s servile invitation to the Bastland 
cominittee to hold “hearing on communism” in New Orleans proved to be a 
smokescreen for attacking the growing desegregation movement and to promote 
the activities of the “white citizens councils” mobs, of which Eastland is the 
chief national spokesman. 

Earl K. Long: Twice-elected Governor, brother of the late Huey Long, uncle 
of United States Senator Russell Long. His was an anti-Dixiecrat coalition 
which even included the chief gamblers in the State, but based itself on poor 
farmers and the Negro people, with labor giving general support, but officially 
concentrating on legislative candidates. He attacked the Dixiecrats’ policies by 
promising the people greater benefits from tidelands oil revenues. He had the 
Long tradition of having “kept their promises’’—free hot lunches, better text- 
books, increased old-age pensions, and no increase in taxes. 

The gamblers were secret supporters—but this element has traditionally 
played a big part in Louisiana politics (ever since formation of the State 
lottery in 1870). 

Long also made an issue of the bureaucracy associated with the Kennon 
administration and raised the slogan that he would “not hide behind any 
boards’—meaning anyone could get to see him as Governor if he wished to 
do so. 

In the latter days of the campaign, Long declared he would sign a bill re- 
pealing the “right-to-work” law if the legislature would pass it. 

More than in any other southern State (according to V. O. Kery’s study, 
Southern Politics), factions and groupings that develop in the Louisiana Dem- 
ocratic Party tend to take on full programmatic and organizational form (‘“tick- 
ets”) nearly comparable to the two-party system in States outside the South. 
This is one of the most basic features of Louisiana politics. It serves as a 
guide to a sound analysis of the differences between the Long and anti-Long 
groupings as seen in the recent elections and the significance of these two 
“camps” currently in the Louisiana Democratic Party. 

The Dixiecrats succeeded in getting incumbent Attorney General Fred LeBlane 
endorsed for reelection on three tickets (that of Morrison, Preus and McLe- 
more) since this State office is so important in their fight against Supreme 
Court decisions. The gang-up in support of LeBlane made possible a second 
primary race for this office, but when the Long ticket won a majority on the 
101-member State central committee, that body proceeded to interpret the rules 
of the Louisiana Democratic Party to cancel the runoff and declare the Long 
candidate, Gremillion, duly elected attorney general. The latter had only a 
plurality vote. 

ORGANIZED LABOR IN THE ELECTIONS 


Organized labor was more active in this campaign than at any time in the last 
15 years. While it officially endorsed none of the gubernatorial candidates, it 
concentrated on defeating those legislators who had voted for the right-to-work 
bill in the last legislature. To this end labor carried on a vigorous and quite 
successful campaign. Slates of labor-endorsed candidates, based upon their voting 
record on this question, were issued in all congressional districts, by the ClIO-PAC 
and the AFL—LLPE. And in a few instances, labor candidates were put forward 
with the official backing of their unions. Thus, Nicholas Lapara, a member of the 
New Orleans Central Trades and Labor Council, was elected to the legislature 
from the 10th ward; the Communications Workers of America, CIO, who con- 
ducted the Bell Telephone strike, ran Hugo Bode for the legislature from New 
Orleans’ big third ward, but he was unsuccessful. However, what must be em- 
phasized is that labor concentrated on defeating incumbent right-to-work candi- 
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dates rather than concentrating on putting forward their own candidates. So, in 
many cases labor supported candidates whose voting records on many issues was 
very poor, but who were sound on the question of repeal. 


THE NEGRO PEOPLE 


This election campaign was marked by a level of political activity on the part 
of the Negro people unequalled in this century. The 155,000 Negro registered 
voters represented the largest Negro electorate in the State since 1896, when the 
last Negro legislators were defeated and a new “white supremacist” State consti- 
tution was written. This present registration represents a 55-percent increase 
over 1952. 

Inspired by the Supreme Court’s desegregation decisions, encouraged by the 
Bandung Conference, and determined that there shall be “no Emmett Till case in 
Louisiana,” the Negro people developed a variety of organizational forms through 
which they developed the registration movements. These included voters leagues, 
civic leagues, labor-sponsored registration schools, special campaigns led by so- 
rority women, taxpayers’ leagues, “Voters’ Sunday” called by the Ministerial 
Alliance, ete. 

As election day approached it became clear that the Negro vote would be a 
balance of power in any close gubernatorial race. This had its effect in the 
way the Negro question was handled by various candidates. All candidates 
began to softpedal this question—with the exception of McLemore, who began to 
intensify his appeal to the most backward sections of the population on a “white 
supremacy” platform. He “accused” both Long and Kennon of having aided the 
increase in Negro registration. This is of more than just passing importance 
because it points up the growing conflict between the giant industrial monopolies 
(represented by a Kennon in Louisiana) and their “junior partners,” the planta- 
tion landlords, over tactical differences in handling the Negro question. At least 
a section of the industrial monopolies appear ready to agree to certain limited 
democratic reforms (such as the right to vote) in order to strengthen their 
overall economic position ; while the plantation landlords, as a class more closely 
tied to agriculture and its semifeudal institutions, fight against even the smallest 
democratic reforms. 

The outstanding candidacy in the whole election picture was that of Earl J. 
Amedee, a Negro attorney, an independent candidate for State attorney general. 
Mr. Amedee was the only candidate for attorney general who came out squarely 
for a repeal of the right-to-work bill. Though lacking the funds and other mate- 
rial resources required for a statewide campaign, and relying upon volunteer 
workers, Mr. Amedee conducted a very vigorous campaign in at least half of the 
parishes of the State. His program advocated upholding the Supreme Court 
decision, repeal of all State laws in violation of the Constitution of the United 
States, and the right to vote for 18-year-olds in the State. His campaign was 
warmly greeted by the Negro people, despite the fact that there was some objec- 
tion to his candidacy from certain sections of Negro leadership. In some Negro 
precincts in the State he received a 7-to-1 vote over his nearest opponent; he 
ran third in the field of 6 candidates in New Orleans. And though unity was 
not fully achieved around his candidacy in the Negro people’s movement, never- 
theless Mr. Amedee received more than 60,000 votes, which is the highest vote 
received by any Negro candidate in the South in recent years. 

For the first time in this century Negro candidates ran for office in the rural 
areas, in some places where 4 years ago the right to vote had not yet been won. 
These candidates ran for posts on the executive committee of the Democratic 
Party in the various parishes. While none was successful, nevertheless this is 
an important new development in the political life of the Negro people, as well 
as for the Democratic forces as a whole, in the State. In both the general regis- 
tration movement and the Amedee campaign, in particular, note must be taken 
of the outstanding work done by Negro women, who showed splendid leadership 
qualities, giving further proof that the women are a vital force in the Negro 
freedom cause. 

The high point of the cooperation between labor and the Negro people in this 
election was achieved in the support given to Mr. Amedee by the “union ticket” 
in St. John the Baptist Parish, where the Godchaux strike had been fought for 
8 months prior to the elections. In this parish, Mr. Amedee ran second in a 
field of six candidates with the endorsement of the union ticket. 
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Unlike the 1952 elections, the Negro people are, today, a political force in 
Louisiana, and this fact offers a sound basis for placing before the Long adminis- 
tration the demand for greater Negro representation in appointed posts in State 
and local government. 


ELECTION RESULTS 


Earl Long won the election with a 20,000 majority vote over all candidates, 
with an unprecedented 800,000 (80 percent of the registered voters) going to the 
polis. For the first time in 25 years the Long forces carried the cities—Lake 
Charles, Shreveport, and Baton Rouge—and lost New Orleans by only 2,000 votes 
out of a 200,000 registration. Parishes of Negro majority population, which 
had traditionally been anti-Long, due to the political domination of the big 
planters and the disfranchisement of the Negro and poor white farmers, swung 
to Long overwhelmingly in this election. Long carried 62 parishes; Morrison 
earried 1 parish (Orleans) ; Preus carried 1 parish (Plaquemine). 

McLemore, the extreme racist candidate, finished last with 13,000 fewer votes 
than the Negro candidate for attorney general, Earl Amedee. Furthermore, in 
these elections the 25-year rule by Sheriff Frank Clancy’s machine, in Jefferson 
Parish, was ended; and the machine of national Dixiecrat leader Leander 
Perez, was seriously weakened in Plaquemine and St. Bernard Parishes. 

Along with these developments, very momentous was the defeat of a number 
of particularly reactionary legislators, including Horace Wilkerson II, a_ big 
sugar-plantation owner from West Baton Rouge Parish, who as chairman of 
the senate agriculture committee, had steered the right-to-work bill through that 
body; Charles Duchein, an insurance corporation executive, from East Baton 
Rouge, who cast a decisive vote for the right-to-work bill in the senate labor com- 
mittee during the 1954 meeting of the legislature; Kenneth Cagle, a representa- 
tive of the oil and gas monopolies from Lake Charles (Calcasieu Parish), who 
authored the “Communist registration bill” and also a leading right-to-work 
advocate in the senate. The defeat of these and many others created a new 
relationship of forces in the State legislature favorable to the repeal of the right- 
to-work bill and the passage of other much-needed reform legislation. 

At this writing the State legislature in session has passed a compromise re- 
peal of the right-to-work bill and is the first State legislature in the South to do 
so. Further, the new old-age pension checks, $65 a month, are already in effect 
and other measures promised by the Long administration are underway. 

Any rounded analysis of these elections must take note of the defeat of the 
two outstanding legislators from New Orleans; Mrs. Bland C. Bruns and Ber- 
nard T. Engert. Both had very good voting records and were widely known and 
respected for their principled conduct in the legislature, being firm in their 
support of the Supreme Court desegregation decisions and of labor’s demands. 

Mrs. Bruns, a housewife who was Louisiana’s only elected woman legislator, 
and by far the most progressive legislator in the house, moved up into the sen- 
ate race. The incumbent senator had voted against the right-to-work bill, so 
on that basis alone he secured labor’s backing for reelection; Engert’s opponent 
was an official of the central trades and labor council (AFL). 

Both Mrs. Bruns and Engert were on the Morrison ticket, and the Long land- 
slide proved too strong for them. Both of these contests were decided in a 
second primary. 

. The sum total of these developments would seem to justify the conclusion that 
the recent gubernatorial elections in Louisiana represented a popular political 
upsurge by the Democratic majority of the Louisiana population against the 
policies and the economic consequences of Dixiecrat and machine-rule politics. 
This was a landslide majority vote for a new State administration and for a 
candidate whose family name, Long, has been identified for many years in the 
minds of Louisiana’s working population as one which would keep its promises 
to show greater concern for their general welfare at the expense of the monopo- 
lies and the planters, so obediently served by the Dixiecrats of the Kennon-Perez- 
McLemore type. This popular upsurge was marked by an increase in the inde- 
pendent political action of organized labor and the Negro people, acting sep- 
arately. The fuller cooperation between these two powerful democratic sections 
of our population, working together to develop their independent political activi- 
ties, will provide a firm basis for a broader regrouping of democratic forces 
within the Louisiana Democratic Party. This will isolate the un-American, anti- 
labor Dixiecrats, reduce the sinister influence of these slavocratic-minded ele- 
ments in the life of our State, and place the majority of Louisiana’s people 
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upon the road of democratic progress—higher living standards, full constitu- 
tional rights, and greater cultural opportunities. 

This election victory has created a deep-going political crisis in Dixiecrat rule 
in Louisiana. The Dixiecrats are desperately seeking a way out by pushing 
through the legislature a deluge of Hitler-type racial segregation laws which 
aim not only at preserving the divide-and-rule pattern and intensifying the 
oppression of the Negro people, but also violate those elementary norms of 
human decency which are recognized by civilized humanity the world over. 


MAIN WEAKNESSES IN THE ELECTION ACTIVITIES 


In comparision with elections in the past, the high level of independent political 
activity by the labor movement in this election is of great significance. Because 
the labor movement is a growing and healthy social influence, it is able to review 
its activities in a critical way in order to correct shortcomings and profit from 
these experiences, 

During the campaign, Louisiana labor repeatedly declared, and correctly so, 
that its survival depended upon greater political activity. In line wtih this new 
outlook, Louisiana labor will find it necessary to reexamine its relations with 
other organized sections of the population, which have traditionally supported 
labor’s program, First among these is the highly organized Negro people, who 
make up 40 pereent of the population. The outstanding weakness shown by the 
labor movement in this election was that it made no appeal to the Negro people 
for mutual cooperation for common election goals. This despite the fact that 
the Negro people and their organizations displayed many examples of initiative 
and understanding of the importance of the fight to repeal the right-to-work 
law, while never losing sight of their just demands for equal rights and de- 
segregation and the significance of these demands to democratic progress for all 
working people. 

It is a matter of public record that the chief right-to-work bill promoter, 
Senator Rainach, is also the chief segregationist in the Louisiana Senate; and 
his counterpart in the house, John Garret, hails from the Claiborne Parish where 
the Negro people have not really won the right to vote, even though they are a 
majority of the population. It is a matter of public record that the big planter, 
Horace Wilkerson II, a rabid antilabor Dixiecrat, was defeated by the Negro 
vote in the 18th senatorial district. It is a matter of public record that the 
same legislature that passed the right-to-work bill in 1954 passed a whole series 
of segregation laws which aim to defy the Constitution of the United States, the 
Supreme Court decision, and intensify the Jim Crow oppression of the Negro 
people. The anti-Negro and the antilabor forces are the same. 

The lingering of white supremacy views among the leaders of the trade unions 
and the adoption of expedient methods of political activity which isolate labor 
from the Negro people will aceomplish for the labor movement absolutely 
nothing. As long as this division between labor and the Negro people exists 
the Dixiecrat enemies of both will be able to outmaneuyer both, granting a con- 
cession here and taking away a right there, It is this growing understanding 
in the labor movement, nationally, which accounts for the firm antidiscrimina- 
tion resolutions passed at recent conventions of such unions as textile and pack- 
inghouse, both of which have a large southern membership. 

The second weakness, which has shown itself in labor’s post-election activity 
during the current session of the new State legislature, is the compromise rigHt- 
to-work repeal which permitted the Dixiecrats to keep the right-to-work chain 
around the necks of the agricultural laborers, while repealing the right-to-work 
bill for the rest of the labor movement. 

The farm laborers in Louisiana are a militant, democratic section of our 
population. Their history-making strike on the sugar plantations in the fall 
of 1953 was a demonstration that they were ready, willing, and able to take 
their place in the front ranks of the labor movement in struggle for a better life 
for all. In the recent elections these very agricultural workers defeated half 
of the right-to-work legislators in the nine Sugar Belt parishes. In doing so, 
did these workers not play an honorable role that made some kind of a repeal 
possible? Louisiana labor will find it necessary in its own self-interest to 
return to the time-honored principles of organized labor that, ‘an injury to one 
is an injury to all.” The pattern of Dixiecratism is clear; first to divide labor 
from the Negro people, then to divide labor within itself, in terms of urban 
versus rural. 
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Full repeal of the right-to-work bill—that is the basis upon which organized 
labor can hope to survive and grow in Louisiana. 

Finally, a measure of Louisiana labor's political growth is its ability to adopt 
its own clearly defined, public attitude towards the Long administration. This 
attitude takes into account all that is positive, but at the same time is not un- 
critical and does not give the Long administration a “blank check.” The Long 
administration will respond to organized efforts by labor and its other demo- 
cratic supporters. But it is by no means simon pure, and note should be taken 
of the fact that the Dixiecrats are jockeying for positions within the Long 
administration. A case in point is the fact that Governor Long has appointed 
McLemore chairman of a board that supervises and acts as custodian of voting 
machines. We remember that during the elections, McLemore waged a con- 
sistent attack against both Long and Kennon, charging them with being respon- 
sible for a rise in the number of Negro registered voters. And the current ef- 
forts by the Dixiecrats toward the wholesale removal of Negro voters from the 
registration lists, up in Monroe, is a direct outgrowth of McLemore and his 
citizen council campaigners. The McLemores throughout the South today are 
the foes of democratic progress; they represent the mentality of a dying order, 
and McLemore’s appointment to this post in the Long administration is a men- 
ace to the rights of all and should be met with the widest protest from all 
democratic sections of the population. 

One of the first issues with which Louisiana labor and all believers in democ- 
racy should confront the Long administration is the need to lift the ban placed 
upon the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People by the 
Dixiecrat Kennon administration. The National AFL-CIO fully support the 
NAACP and its program as do many State labor bodies, including the Texas 
State CIO. The courageous union members at Godchaux sugar refinery can 
tell us plenty about the attorney general, LeBlanc, who outlawed the NAACP. 

Every working person in Louisiana who has regard for his own liberty, should 
ask Governor Long to restore to the NAACP its legal right to function in our 
State. 


CONCLUSION 


The stage is set for some great changes in the life of the people of our State 
and these changes, if effected, will have a major impact on the South and on the 
Nation as a whole. There is nothing in our southern traditions that demands 
that we maintain a way-of-life which has meant for us working people the 
highest per capita taxes in the Nation, the skimpiest returns of the fruits of our 
labor, the least democracy, and the lowest place on the literacy pole. 

The strengthening of the Louisiana labor movement through the recent merger 
of the State AFL and CIO; the growing Negro freedom movement, confident in 
the justice of its cause; and the compelling needs for strum:le by the working 
farm population in response to the growing agricultural crisis, are the demo- 
cratic class and national forces that will make the much-needed changes in the 
situation possible. Only the organized, united intervention by this democratic 
majority, which elected the Long administration, can guarantee the fulfillment 
of campaign promises, representing as they do minimum demands. This can be 
followed up with an effective offensive against Dixiecratism and its policy of 
neglect of the people’s needs. 

Out of these struggles, we envisage the birth of a new political form suitable 
to, and necessary for, Louisiana’s democratic majority to fully express its politi- 
eal will, and achieve its aspirations for peace, security, and democratic rights in 
harmony with the majority in our country. 
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